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Preface 
(common to all 5 books) 


There are 5 books from us on the "Battle for Tamil Eelam". Together they provide an 
overall perspective on the ongoing conflict between the Tamil minority and Sinhala 
majority in Sri Lanka. 


Articles in these 5 books were originally published between 1997 and 2019, at various 
points in the history of the Sinhala-Tamil ethnic conflict/war. Date of original publication 
is provided below the author name in each article. Our articles provide snapshots of the 
situation in Sri Lanka between 1997 and 2019, and useful to anyone who wants to 
understand what happened in Sri Lanka in those fateful years. 


We think that the conflict will continue in one form or another, for a separate country or 
for equal treatment within a federal country, until the minority Tamils feel they are not 
treated as second class citizens, not economically exploited and their language and 
culture are respected and protected. 
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1. Introduction 


Some years ago, as the momentum of the war for the liberation of Tamil Eelam in Sri 
Lanka picked up, a rumor - a calculated lie - a falsehood - a vicious propaganda about the 
so-called "Greater Tamil Eelam" spread in the Indian capital city New Delhi. According 
to this vicious propaganda circulating in some media and within the Indian foreign 
ministry itself, "the goal of the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) and its leader 
Velupillai Prabaharan is not just the creation of a homeland (Tamil Eelam) for the Sri 
Lankan Tamils, but the ultimate goal is the liberation of Tamil Nadu also and creating the 
"Greater Tamil Eelam" comprising of Tamil Eelam and Tamil Nadu". The purpose of this 
article is to demolish this lie concocted by certain anti-Tamil-Eelam elements in Sri 
Lanka and India to turn India against the liberation of Tamil Eelam. 


2. The Name Exposes the Lie 


The very name "Greater Tamil Eelam" exposes the lie. For the sake of argument, even if 
someone were to contemplate a country comprising of Tamil Eelam and Tamil Nadu, the 
combined country would be called "Greater Tamil Nadu", and NOT "Greater Tamil 
Eelam" because Tamil Nadu is much bigger than Tamil Eelam in population, resources 
and land area. (If the United States of America and Canada were to unite, such a country 
would be called "Greater United States of America" or, may be "United States of 
America and Canada" and definitely not "Greater Canada". Such is the case here also.) 


Also, "Nadu" means country in Tamil whereas "Eelam" refers specifically to the Tamil 
homeland in the northern and eastern regions of the Sri Lankan island. So the very name 
"Greater Tamil Eelam" is a misnomer and could have come only from miscreants out to 
create mistrust against the liberation of Tamil Eelam within the Indian government. They 
have succeeded to a great extent, indeed. 


3. Historical Fact 


In all history, Tamil Nadu and Tamil Eelam, geographically divided by the Palk 
Straights, have never been unified as a single country though there was significant sea 
traffic between the two for centuries. There was also cultural exchange between the two. 
Poets from Eelam contributed to anthologies compiled in Tamil Nadu some 2000 years 
ago. But the two were never unified as a single country. This is history. 


4. People and Leaders of Tamil Eelam 


I have never read or heard of any ordinary Tamil in the streets of Tamil Eelam, or any 
leader, intellectual or writers from Tamil Eelam ever mentioning the concept of a united 
Tamil country comprising of Tamil Nadu and Tamil Eelam. It simply is not in their 
minds. History and geography play a great role in people's mindset, and historically and 
geographically Tamil Nadu and Tamil Eelam have always been two countries. The myth 
of Greater Tamil Eelam originated in the brains of anti-Tamil-Eelam elements in Sri 
Lanka and India to create opposition to the creation of Tamil Eelam in India. 


5. Tamil Nationalists in Tamil Nadu 


I consider myself a Tamil Nationalist in Tamil Nadu. From my college days, I believed 
and continue to believe that freedom for Tamil Nadu is the only way to build a better 
future for the people of Tamil Nadu. With such a staunch Tamil nationalist background, 
even I never considered a united Tamil country comprising of Tamil Nadu and Tamil 
Eelam. I am not alone. I have spoken at scores of public meetings in Tamil Nadu about 
freedom for Tamil Nadu. It is customary for me to chat with people after the meetings. 
Never once did someone approach me and talk to me about a united Tamil country 
consisting of Tamil Nadu and Tamil Eelam. One time or another, I have met with most of 
the popular Tamil Nationalists in Tamil Nadu. None of them even mentioned the concept 
of a united Tamil country consisting of Tamil Nadu and Tamil Eelam. I read avidly the 
writings of past and present Tamil Nationalists. I have never read anywhere about a 
united Tamil country. This is because we know the history of two separate countries, not 
one. The myth of "Greater Tamil Eelam" was spread by anti-Tamil-Eelam elements in 
India and Sri Lanka to persuade the Indian government to help the Sri Lankan 
government in its war against the Tamil people of Eelam. 


Indian government should not heed to these false propaganda, instead should do its own 
assessment through its intelligence resources in India and Sri Lanka. They would soon 
find that the concept of "Greater Tamil Eelam", under whatever name, is a myth created 
by anti-Tamil-Eelam elements in India and Sri Lanka. 


6. Will an Independent Tamil Eelam Interfere in Indian Affairs? 


We have demolished the myth of Greater Tamil Eelam in the previous five sections. A 
corollary question in some quarters within the Indian government is, "Will an 
independent Tamil Eelam help Tamil Nationalists in Tamil Nadu who seek independence 
for Tamil Nadu?" I am one of those Tamil Nationalists. Anti-Tamil-Eelam lobbyists are 
hard at work creating a false fear in the minds of Indian leaders that if Tamils get a 
country in Sri Lanka, they would want one in India too. Nonsense! 


The demand for Tamil Eelam arose only in the 1970s and was formalized in the 
Vadukottai Resolution on May 14, 1976. Demands for an independent Tamil Nadu (or an 
independent Dravida Nadu) were made even before 1947. The Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (DMK) had it in its platform all through the 1950s and the early 1960s. So the 
demand for an independent Tamil Nadu has nothing to do with the liberation war for 
Tamil Eelam. It has its own agenda and own time frame and are unaffected by the 
creation of Tamil Eelam. 


Will an independent Tamil Eelam help the Tamil Nationalists seeking independence for 
Tamil Nadu? Absolutely not. Tamil Eelam leaders know that if they help Tamil Nadu 
Independence Movement in any way, India could and most likely would take punitive 
actions against Tamil Eelam. They would not want enemies in the north (India) and south 
(Sri Lanka). 


7. Final Words 

We have shown the utter irrationality of the myth of Greater Tamil Eelam and the false 
notion that an independent Tamil Eelam would act against the interests of India in Tamil 
Nadu. 


Let truth and rationality prevail! 
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1. Introduction 


There is a war going on in Sri Lanka between the majority Sinhalese of the south and the 
minority Tamils of the northeast. The Sri Lankan island is just about fifty kilometers off 
the southern coast of India. India's southern most state of Tamil Nadu has a population of 
over 60 million. They are Tamils and have the same ethnicity, culture and language as the 
much smaller northeastern Tamil population of Sri Lanka (the "Eelam Tamils"). So one 
would reasonably expect that the Indian government would interfere in the war in support 
of the Tamils or give military assistance to the Tamil fighters. Instead India has been 
covertly and sometimes overtly providing military assistance to the Sri Lankan military. 
Reasons why Indian rulers act this way in spite of its sizable Tamil population is 
discussed in References 1. 


Indian government, or more specifically the Hindi politicians who dominate the Indian 
parliament and thus control Indian foreign policy and military decisions, is somewhat 
afraid of Tamil Nadu's reaction to its military aid to Sri Lanka. [Note: Hindi politicians 
do not have a majority in parliament but have the highest number of members. They are 
able to astutely control major decisions in alliance with other groups.] So the Indian 
government provides the military assistance covertly while issuing public statements that 
it has a hands-off policy towards the Sri Lankan ethnic conflict. If and when such 
assistance is exposed, India routinely issues a statement that its military assistance does 


not increase Sri Lankan military's offensive capabilities. If caught with offensive 
weapons or training, then it would issue a statement that these weapons or training would 
not be used against Tamil civilians but only against Tamil fighters. 


These are lame reasons but Tamil Nadu politicians accept them because they are unable 
to do anything about it politically and do not have the mental makeup to resign their 
political positions and engage in a sustained non-cooperative movement against Indian 
government policies (as Gandhi did during British rule). So they "accept" Indian 
government's explanations and claim to the voting public that because of their efforts the 
Indian government would not do anything against the interest of Sri Lankan Tamils. The 
charade goes on. 


In this article we list some known incidences of Indian military assistance to Sri Lanka in 
and around the year 2006. The year 2006 is of particular significance because it is in 
2006 the four-year old ceasefire between the Sri Lankan Government and the Liberation 
Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) broke down and hundreds of fighters from both sides and 
a few thousand Tamil civilians died. 


2. Palaly Air Force Base Repair 


[Though this incidence is from December 2005, we include it in this article because it is 
directly related to the war efforts of 2006.] On December 9, 2005, Air Vice Marshal, 
Donald Perera told reporters that Palaly airport runway was being repaired with financial 
assistance from India. This airport is strategically important. It is located in Jaffna 
Peninsula (northern Sri Lanka) and the Sri Lankan garrisons in the north are supplied 
through this airport, especially when the land and sea routes were perilous to LTTE 
attacks. Senior military officers use the airport instead of risking land or sea travel. 
Medical evacuations are also carried out from this airfield. It would be virtually 
impossible for the Sri Lankan military to hold Jaffna for long during wartime without 
this airport. The runway was damaged by LTTE artillery during the 2000 war, creating a 
panic in Sri Lankan military because it virtually cut off the Sri Lankan military in Jaffna 
from the south. Landing and take-off vibrations from propeller-driven C130 and An32 
aircraft of the Sri Lankan Air Force also caused further damage to the runway. India was 
funding the repair so that it could be fully operational during the next war (that started in 
2006 just months after the above disclosure by the Air Vice Marshall). 


Tamil Nadu politician Vaiko contacted Indian Defense Minister Pranab Muhkerjee and 
enquired about it. The defense minister told Vaiko that he would look into it. After this, 
this writer has not seen any news report whether Mr. Muhkerjee came back to Vaiko with 
a reply. There seems to be no follow-up by Vaiko either. This is the usual pattern. Indian 
Government provides military assistance to Sri Lankan military quietly, hoping Tamil 
people would not hear about it. If and when exposed and a well-meaning Tamilnadu 
politician raises questions about it, give some excuse or stonewall and hope it goes away. 
Tamil Nadu politicians seldom follow up, and everything is business as usual. (Vaiko is 
the General Secretary of Marumalarchi Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (MDMK)). 


There were reports as early as 2004 that India would provide 500 million Rupees for the 
airport repair but Indian government kept a low profile lest it attract opposition from 
Tamilnadu politicians. It seems that repair work started in 2005 as the Sri Lankan 
government was gearing up for war. Air Vice Marshal, Donald Perera was very clear 
about India's role. He told reporters on December 9, 2005, "the reconstruction work is in 
progress with the financial assistance of the Indian government. It was initially planned to 
complete the work within six to eight months. Unfortunately, the weather is blocking us a 
little, but it is satisfactorily progressing. A team from India is expected shortly to sit with 
us and work together". 


3. Gift of Military Radars 


When it came to light that LTTE had acquired couple of low-flying micro-light aircrafts 
that could be loaded with explosives (bombs) and exploded on targets, India rushed to 
gift military radars capable of detecting those aircrafts. (According to some reports, two 
radars were given; some others said four radars. The fact that India had gifted and 
installed some radars in Sri Lanka has been confirmed by both India and Sri Lanka.) One 
should not mistake these LTTE aircrafts to Russian made MIG or Israeli made Kfir 
bombers. MIG and Kfir bombers can and have caused much damage to Sri Lankan Tamil 
properties and lives. This is what the Sri Lankan Air Vice Marshal Donald Perera has to 
say about the LTTE planes: "LTTE has a couple of small flying machines. They are 
single-engine two-seater planes. There is no strike capability for the LTTE Air Force. If 
you load up a car with a lot of explosives and explode, it can cause a lot of destruction. If 
that can be done in the same manner from the air, then it will have the same capability. 
For that one cannot say there is a strike capability as such. It can just be a bomb in the 
air" (December 9, 2006). Couple of light aircrafts. Yet India rushed to gift military radars 
to Sri Lanka to counter them. Indian intensions to give the radars appeared in the press in 
June 2005. The transfer of the radar from Indian Air Force to Sri Lankan Air Force was 
reported in late December 2005 at about the time of Sri Lankan President Mahendra 
Rajapakse's visit to India, the President who had openly stated that he was against a 
federal solution to solve the ethnic conflict and promised his electoral allies JVP and JHU 
that he would strengthen the military for the next few months and then would start the 
war with LTTE. President told JVP and JHU that he was playing for time [going along 
with the peace process] because it would take at least three months to acquire necessary 
firepower to go to war with the LTTE [Section 2 of Reference2]. News of the gift 
appeared again in June 2006. Tamil Nadu political leaders Ramadoss, Thirumavalavan 
and Vaiko criticized the gift. No one in the Indian government paid any attention to it. 
These leaders did not follow up with sustained agitations or other moves. Again, business 
as usual. 


India sits quiet saying that it has a hands-off policy in the Sri Lankan conflict (lest it 
angers the Tamil Nadu population) but it was always there to counter any edge LTTE 
may get over the Sri Lankan military. This radar gift is to counter LTTE's acquisition of 
couple of micro-light aircrafts. Around 2001, India sold a Sukhanya class Advanced 
Offshore Patrol Vessel (AOPV) to Sri Lanka to counter LTTE's naval strength. It was the 
first such vessel in Sri Lankan fleet. 


India's excuse-explanation to the people of Tamilnadu for the radar gift was that radars 
don't kill people; it is a defensive weapon, not an offensive weapon. Will India gift a few 
radars to the Sri Lankan Tamils living in the northeast who are the victims of Sri Lankan 
Air Force bombs? In 2006 many civilians died in these bombing raids as confirmed by 
the Sri Lankan Monitoring Mission (SLMM) and UNICEF. Also, Sri Lanka uses these 
radars to protect military installations and not civilians. Will India object to Pakistan 
providing non-lethal defensive weapons to Kashmiri militants fighting the Indian army? 


4. Training Sri Lankan Air Force 


Not only is India providing financial assistance for the repair of the strategic Palaly Air 
Force Base, India is also training Sri Lanka Air Force (SLAF) personnel. In November 
2006 it became public that India was training a batch of six SLAF personnel in the Indian 
Air Force Station in Chandigarh on Russian-made MIG-27 planes. It also came out that 
India had already trained two other batches of SLAF personnel. The significance of this 
training needs to be understood. Sri Lanka is going to purchase four MIG planes. Usually 
Sri Lankan Air Force sends personnel for training in Pakistan but Pakistan does not have 
much, if any, experience with Russian-made MIGs; its planes are mostly from western 
countries. That is where India stepped in. Since Pakistan could not provide the training 
Sri Lanka needs in MIGs, India is providing the training. In fact, some of the six Sri 
Lankans already had some basic training from Pakistan in military aircraft operations. 
India is providing the more advanced training in MIG-27 planes. India and Pakistan are 
enemies from the day of their birth in August 1947 but India is operating in tandem with 
Pakistan in providing military assistance to Sri Lanka [see also Reference 3]. 


NOTE: Part I above discussed details of Indian military assistance to Sri Lanka in 2006. 
Part II discusses how the Indian Government tries to fool Tamil Nadu that it is not 
strengthening Sri Lankan military against minority Tamil fighters. 
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5. The Great Deception (Lying to Tamil Nadu) 


5.1 Excuses, Excuses 


In spite of the constant propaganda against LTTE by the Indian government and much of 
Indian media, there is still a reservoir of goodwill in Tamil Nadu towards Sri Lankan 
Tamils and, to some extent, towards the LTTE. Indian government knows this and tries to 
hide its military aid to Sri Lanka. When exposed, it gives feeble, irrational excuses. 


India's stance reminds me of the story of the owner of a vicious dog. The dog bites and 
injures a neighbour. The neighbor complains to the dog owner and demand that the dog 
be leashed and kept away from his house. The dog owner gives a series of excuses: 


My dog does not bite people. 

It was not my dog that bit you. 

Even if my dog jumped at you, it was just playing; no harm done. 
Even if it bite you, it was just a surface bite; no harm done. 

Even if the bite broke the skin, it was just a nip; no harm done. 
Even if there was a little blood, it was not much; no harm done. 


Indian government's excuses to Tamil Nadu political leaders' complaints about Indian 
military assistance to Sri Lanka are also in the same vein. 


1) India has a hands-off policy towards the ongoing ethnic war in Sri Lanka. 

2) India does not give military assistance to Sri Lanka. 

3) Even if we give military aid, we give only non-lethal or defensive weapons; no harm 
done. 

4) Even if we give lethal weapons, they cannot be used to kill Tamil civilians; no harm 
done. 

5) Even if we train Sri Lankan military personnel, we do not give weapons training; no 
harm done. 

6) Even if we give weapons training, it is not for killing Tamil civilians; no harm done. 


5.2 Deception from the Highest Levels 


Here are some examples of Indian Government excuses from the highest levels, going all 
the way up to the Prime Minister of India. 


In 2004, Indian Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh told Tamil Nadu political leader, 
MDMkK General Secretary, Vaiko that India would not give military aid to Sri Lanka. 
After hearing reports of Indian military assistance to Sri Lanka, Vaiko met the prime 
minister in August 2006 and reminded him of that assurance. This was Dr. Manmohan 
Singh's reply: "India will not in any way augment the military strength of Sri 
Lanka." There is no ambiguity here. It could mean only one thing: India would not give 
any weapons, ammunition, military hardware or training to Sri Lanka. But Indian military 
technicians installed military radars in Sri Lanka sometime before or soon after 
Manmohan Singh's reply to Vaiko. These radars were to protect Sri Lankan military 
assets including its main air force base in Colombo from which air force bombers take off 
regularly to bomb Tamil areas. Is it not augmenting Sri Lankan military strength? 
(Reports of India's radar gift to Sri Lanka appeared in the press in 2005. Exactly when 
they were installed is not known except that they were installed in late 2005 or sometime 
in 2006.) 


In October 2006, just a few months after Dr. Manmohan Singh's promise to Vaiko, 
India's chief of naval staff, Admiral Arun Prakash, said that Indian military had approved 
some types of sonars, radars, electronic warfare suites and some makes of naval guns for 
export to other countries. Although he would not say which of these items were cleared 
for export to Sri Lanka, he said that some exports to Sri Lanka were cleared. Export of 
any one of those items would surely augment Sri Lanka's military strength. Why else 


would Sri Lankan military want them? 


In the same interview, Admiral Arun Prakash said, "The policy so far has been not to 
give Sri Lanka offensive weapons". This is different from the Prime Minister's assurance 
that "India will not in any way augment the military strength of Sri Lanka." Defensive 
weapons not only augments a country's military strength, they could result in increased 
casualties for the opposing army and civilians. (This is explained in Section 5.3) So, now, 
India's assurance to Tamil Nadu is not that it would not augment Sri Lanka's 
military strength but it would not give offensive weapons (although it would increase 
Sri Lanka's military strength). 


The prime minister changed his tune further within the next few months. He wrote to 
Vaiko in November 2007, "India would not provide Sri Lanka lethal offensive weapons, 
specially of the kind that could be used against the Tamil population.” It is no longer 
"no offensive weapons" but ''no offensive weapons that could be used against Tamil 
civilians''. There is no offensive weapon that cannot be used against civilian populations. 
So prime minister's letter to Vaiko is just meaningless empty words. 


In December 2006, Tamilnadu police intercepted a truck carrying gelex boosters meant 
for export to Sri Lankan military. With this discovery, Indian government's successive 
lies that it has a hands-off policy towards Sri Lankan ethnic conflict, India gives only 
defensive weapons, and Indian gives only offensive weapons that could not be used 
against Tamil civilian population lay exposed. Had Tamilnadu police not apprehended 
this truck, the fact that India was sending explosives to Sri Lankan military might never 
been disclosed and remained a secret. 


Even after being caught red handed, excuses did not stop. Chairperson of the ruling 
United Progressive Alliance (UPA), Mrs. Sonia Gandhi told Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 
Karunanidhi that Indian government authorities had promised her that government policy 
was not to provide Sri Lanka arms or materials that could be used against civilian 
population. To be on the record, Sri Lankan military had killed two to three thousand 
Tamil civilians from 2006 to now. 


5.3 Defensive Weapons versus Offensive Weapons 


Both defensive weapons and offensive weapons kill people. Offensive weapons kill 
directly, defensive weapons kill indirectly. Let me illustrate it by a hypothetical example. 


Two countries are at war. Let us say, for the purposes of this hypothetical example that 
India and Pakistan are at war. Each has equal offensive weapons, say, 100 warplanes 
(bombers); these are the only weapons each has; neither has a defensive system to protect 
the warplanes, soldiers or civilians. India and Pakistan are using these warplanes to 
destroy each other's warplanes and kill each other's soldiers and civilians. 


Since both started with equal military capabilities, and assuming each has competent 
military personnel, they would cause approximately the same amount of damage to each 


other's warplanes, soldiers and civilians. Now a third party, say, China enters the picture. 
China gives Pakistan an air defense system that protects its planes and soldiers from 
Indian warplanes. This is a pure defense system; it does not kill anyone or damage 
anything. Now India is unable to destroy Pakistani planes and kill Pakistanis while it is 
steadily losing planes and lives. Thus the purely defensive system that China gave to 
Pakistan in this hypothetical example causes more deaths in India while reducing deaths 
in Pakistan. This is exactly what India's defensive systems are doing in the Sri Lankan 
ethnic war. India's defensive systems protect Sri Lankan warplanes (bombers), for 
example, and they bomb and kill minority Tamils. So India's oft-repeated excuse that it 
provides only defensive systems to Sri Lanka does not amount to anything. 


Suppose people of Tamil Nadu give Kasmiris (who are fighting the Indian army) money 
to buy body armors to protect them against Indian guns, will Indian government sit 
quietly? After all, body armors do not kill people. 


Will the Indian government allow people of Tamil Nadu to send concrete and steel to Sri 
Lankan Tamils to build bunkers to protect against Sri Lankan bombs and artillery? After 


all, concrete and steel do not kill people. 


5.4 Offensive Weapons that cannot be Used Against Civilians? 


As we Stated in Section 5.2, Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan Singh wrote to Vaiko in 
November 2007, "India would not provide Sri Lanka lethal offensive weapons, specially 
of the kind that could be used against the Tamil population.” There is no such offensive 
weapon. Any weapon that could kill soldiers could kill civilians also. 


For the record, in every war in the quarter century ethnic conflict between the majority 
Sinhalese and minority Tamils, the Sri Lankan military killed far more Tamil civilians 
than fighters--totaling over fifty thousand. 


5.5 Non-Lethal Military Training? 


As we discussed in Section 4 of this article, India's training of Sri Lankan Air Force 
(SLAF) personnel on Russian-made MIG-27 planes became public in November 2006. It 
was also revealed that India had already trained two other batches of SLAF personnel. 
Some Tamil Nadu politicians objected to this. When Vaiko met Prime Minister 
Manmohan Singh couple of weeks later and told him that training SLAF pilots is 
tantamount to training them to kill Tamils, the prime minister promised him that he 
would personally see to it that such training is not given. In December 2006, Indian 
Defense Minister A. K. Anthony told that India was not giving weapons training to Sri 
Lankan military. 


Both the prime minister and the defense minister are playing with words. We know that 
training of Sri Lankan Air Force technicians in maintenance and repair of MIG-27 planes 
continued. What the prime minister seems to have promised was that Indian would not 
train pilots but it surely continued with the training of Air Force technicians. Does it 


matter whether it was pilot training or technician training? Sri Lanka's MIG-27 would 
have to be grounded without these technicians trained by Indian Air Force. That means 
no bombings of Tamil areas by MIG-27 planes. In other words, India's training of those 
technicians directly contributes to Tamil deaths, including civilian deaths. SLAF 
bombing of civilian locations have been well documented by international agencies 
including UNICEF and Sri Lankan Monitoring Mission (SLMM). 


Defense Minister A. K. Anthony is also hiding behind words. We know for sure that 
India trained aircraft technicians to work on MIG-27 planes. Mr. A. K. Anthony is correct 
that it was not weapons training. MIG-27 may not be technically a weapon but it surely 
carries bombs and drops them; those bombs kill people. Indian government may hide 
behind words and technicalities but the truth of the matter is that Indian military 
hardware and training are killing Tamil civilians and fighters in Sri Lanka. 


6. A Few Final Words 


We will close this article with a few words from the former Foreign Minister of Sri 
Lanka and India's High Commissioner to Sri Lanka. 


Former Sri Lankan Foreign Minister Mangala Samaraweera said in February 20F07, 
"India provided us with most of our requested requirements including important assets 
for Naval and Air defense. Subsequent to one such request I conveyed to the Indian 
Prime Minister and the Defense Minister, a special team was sent to (Sri Lankan capital) 
Colombo within 48 hours to assess our needs". [Sunday times (Sri Lanka), February 25, 
2007] 


This statement stands in stark contrast to Indian Prime Minister's empty assurances to 
Tamil Nadu. 
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1. Powerlessness of Tamil Nadu 


Thousands of Tamil civilians were killed by the Sri Lankan military during the first few 
months of 2009 (United Nations reported the death toll as 20000). About sixty million 
Tamils live in the Indian state of Tamilnadu just about a hundred kilometers from the 
killing fields of Sri Lanka. They were unable to do anything about it except to watch it 
with tears in their eyes and sadness in their heart, because diplomatic and military power 
lies with the Indian government that is dominated and controlled by Hindi politicians. 
People of Tamil Nadu, although they pay taxes dutifully to the Indian government, have 
no say even as their brethren were massacred by the tiny Sri Lanka that is no match in 
military and diplomatic power to India by a wide margin. 


2. Chief Minister's Plea in Humility and Supplication 


The highest elected leader of Tamil Nadu, Chief Minister Muthuvel Karunanidhi, was 
powerless to do anything to protect the fellow Tamils of neighboring Sri Lanka. 
Humanitarian agencies around the world warned of the impending civilian tragedy in Sri 
Lanka. With no military or diplomatic power of his own as the head of a state in the 
mighty "regional power" India, all he could do was to beg and plead with the Indian 
government to save his brethren in Sri Lanka. He repeatedly asked the Indian government 
to put pressure on Sri Lanka to bring about a ceasefire but the Indian government 
continued to train Sri Lankan military officers and also provided diplomatic cover in the 
United Nations. Sri Lanka openly stated that India never asked it to enter into a ceasefire. 
This proud octogenarian politician, five times chief minister of the state, literally begged 
India. Here is a plea in humility and supplication. On December 26, 2008, Karunanidhi 


appealed again to India to bring about a ceasefire, saying that every minute of delay cost 
one more Tamil life. Then he added, "with tears in my eyes I am making this request”. 


Karunanidhi is a veteran Tamilnadu politician of six decades; democratically elected as 
state chief minister five times (1969-71, 1971-76, 1989-91, 1996-2001 and 2006-present). 
He was not only making his personal plea to protect his brethren Tamils in Sri Lanka, he 
was making the plea on behalf of the 60 million people of the state. In an opinion poll 
conducted in Tamil Nadu by Loyola College in January 2009, ninety percent of the 
people surveyed wanted an immediate ceasefire. 


3. Sixty Million Population of Tamil Nadu 


The State of Tamil Nadu, with a population, land area, coastal stretch and gross domestic 
product (GDP) greater than half the countries of the world, could easily have been a 
country on its own. Yet the leader of this 60-million people state was totally powerless to 
protect fellow Tamils from the military of Sri Lanka of 20 million people and economy 
much smaller than that of Tamil Nadu and technological development much less. Had 
Tamilnadu been an independent country, Sri Lanka would be no match to it and, in fact, 
would not dare to massacre Tamils. But Tamil Nadu is a mere state within India with no 
military or diplomatic power of its own. Powerless to do anything of his own, the chief 
minister was reduced to begging the Indian government to protect his people in Sri 
Lanka. Read his plea to the Indian government again. Don't you hear the agony and utter 
desperation and powerlessness in his voice? Voice of the chief minister of 60-million 
people. 


4. This Situation Should Change 


Initially Tamil Nadu Chief Minister Karunanidhi publicly criticized India's anti-Tamil 
policies and actions in Sri Lanka and even threatened with the resignation of his party's 
members of parliament. India turned a blind eye and a deaf ear, and did not change its 
policies or actions [Chapter 6]. Karunanidhi did not speak up against Indian government 
actions any more. Yet his sadness, his feeling of powerlessness comes through in some of 
the statements. 


On November 23, 2008, the chief minister said, "Raja Raja Cholan conquered Sri 
Lanka. Today Tamils are destroyed there and we (Tamil Nadu) are in such a 
pathetic situation that we could not help them. This situation should change" 
(Thinathanthi newspaper; November 24, 2008). [Note: Raja Raja Cholan was one of the 
greatest kings in Tamil Nadu (985-1014 AD); he conquered Sri Lanka in 1002 AD and 
assumed the title Sinhalanthahan. | 


On January 24, 2009, he said, “We are like a man without hands and dumb, who is 
not able to protect the butter from the scorching sun.” He further added, "We know 
what we can do and what the Indian government can do”. He knows Indian government 
could easily stop the war in neighboring tiny Sri Lanka and also knows the Tamil Nadu 
state government is powerless. He continued in desperation, “How are we going to save 


them?” In the end Tamilnadu was not able to save the Tamils of Sri Lanka. 20000 
civilians killed in Sri Lankan Air Force bombing and army shelling. 300000 held in 
camps surrounded by barbed wires and patrolled by gun totting Sinhala soldiers. 


5. D. Pandian Speaks 


Will this situation change? Are the people of Tamil Nadu forever doomed to be 
powerless and at the mercy of Hindi politicians who rule India? Warning of a 
possible outcome came from an unexpected quarter. D. Pandian, Tamil Nadu General 
Secretary of Communist Party of India (CPI), made the following points in an interview 
with Sri Lankan paper Sunday Leader (December 7, 2008). 


"Because, the Tamil people [of Tamil Nadu] feel, despite the unanimous resolution 
passed in the state assembly, despite speaking through the Chief Minister and all the 
political parties, when the [Indian] central government is turning a blind eye to all these 
requests, then comes a big question as to where are we as Indians in India.... I may not 
raise it [independent Tamil Nadu] because I belong to the Communist Party of India 
(CPI). I may keep mum. The Congress Party may keep mum. But, we can't keep the 
mouths and the hearts of the people of Tamil Nadu....As a disciplined political party due 
to our ideology and commitments, I may not speak for separation or division of India. 
But, not my son. I can't prevent my son from speaking about it or taking up the flag." 


(NOTE: Chief Minister M. Karunanidhi is the president of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 
(DMK), one of the two dominant political parties in Tamil Nadu.) 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


5; 
Did Indian Government "Threaten" Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 
Karunanidhi to Tow its Line on the Sri Lankan Ethnic Conflict? 


Thanjai Nalankilli 
[First Published: January 2009] 


[NOTE: This article was written in the second half of December 2008 when tens of 
thousands of Tamil civilians were being killed in Sri Lanka by Sri Lankan military aerial 
bombing and artillery shelling. ] 


OUTLINE 


Abbreviations 

1. Tamil Civilian Casualties in the Sri Lankan War 
2. India and Tamil Nadu on the North 

3. Demonstrations in Tamilnadu 

4. Chief Minister Karunanidhi 


5. Chief Minister Sets a Deadline and a Threat 

5.1 Phase 1: Initial Response (Silent and Passive) 

5.2 Phase 2: A demand and a Deadline (Sincere, Genuine and Forceful): Pre-Pranab- 
Meeting 

5.3 Pranab Mukherjee - Karunanidhi Meeting (A Slap on the Face of Tamil Nadu) 
5.4 Phase 3: Pleading and Crying (Powerless and Subservient): Post-Pranab-Meeting 


6. Did Pranab Mukherjee "Threaten" Chief Minister Karunanidhi? 
6.1 What happened at the Pranab Mukherjee Meeting? 

6.2 Narayan-Karunanidhi Meeting of 2006 

6.3 What was the Reason for the Turnabout? 


7. A Dossier on Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 

8. Can Tamil Nadu Do Anything to Help Sri Lankan Tamils? 
9. Murmurs of Tamil Nadu Independence 

9.1 Samarasinghe's Statement 

9.2 Pandian's Statement 


ABBREVIATIONS 


CPI - Communist Party of India 

CPI(M) - Communist Party of India (Marxist) 

DMK - Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 

IB - Intelligence Bureau 

IT - Information Technology 

LTTE - Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam 

MDMkK - Marumalarchi Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 


MP - Member of Parliament 

PMK - Pattali Makkal Katchi 
SLAF - Sri Lankan Air Force 

UN - United Nations 

UPA - United Progressive Alliance 
USA - United States of America 


1. Tamil Civilian Casualties in the Sri Lankan War 


There is a war going on in Sri Lanka between the army and the minority Tamil rebels, the 
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE). The war started in the 1970s but got more 
intense and bloody after the 1983 ant-Tamil riots that took the lives of hundreds of Tamil 
civilians. A ceasefire agreement was signed in 2002 but fighting started again in 2006 
after President Mahinda Rajapaksa came to power. Sri Lankan military purchased several 
bomber aircrafts, got training, mostly, from Pakistan and India, and relied heavily on 
bombings to gain advantage over the LTTE. Sri Lankan Air Force (SLAF) bombings 
caused heavy Tamil civilian casualties. According to the Sri Lankan government, its air 
force had dropped 14.4 million kilogrammes of bombs (more than the equivalence of the 
Hiroshima nuclear bomb in explosive power). While SLAF routinely gives out LTTE 
casualties, it says that it does not keep count of Tamil civilian asualties, a sign of total 
disregard for Tamil civilians. 


2. India and Tamil Nadu on the North 


India, the emerging regional power, is just north of Sri Lanka. In India is the state of 
Tamil Nadu, separated from the Tamil northeast of Sri Lanka by only 53 kilometers of 
sea. There live 60 million Tamils who are of the same ethnic stock as Sri Lankan Tamils; 
both have the same culture and speak the same language. Cries of the Sri Lankan Tamil 
civilians suffering from persistent aerial bombings and artillery shelling did not go 
unheard in Tamil Nadu. Tamil are only a minority in India (although 60 million in 
number, they are less than 10% of the Indian population). They and their state 
government have to plead with the Indian Government to help their Tamil brethren in Sri 
Lanka. India was not only quiet over Tamil civilian killings, it was, in fact, providing 
military assistance to Sri Lanka. Indian government is dominated by Hindi politicians 
from the north, because Hindi people constitute approximately 40% of the Indian 
population. Unlike the Tamils of Tamil Nadu State, Hindi politicians from the north have 
no affinity or sympathy towards Sri Lankan Tamils. 


3. Demonstrations in Tamil Nadu 


There were large-scale demonstrations in Tamil Nadu during the last few months of 2008 
urging the Indian Government to pressure Sri Lanka to a ceasefire so the bombings and 
shelling of Tamil civilians would end. (This article is written in the second-half of 
December 2008.) Every segment of society expressed its concern for fellow Tamils and 
urged India to bring about a ceasefire in Sri Lanka. Political parties, students, lawyers, 


shop keepers, information technology (IT) professionals, writers, doctors, movie artists 
and technicians, television artists and technicians were among those who participated in a 
variety of demonstration--processions, public meetings, one-day fasts, human chain, etc. 
Yet no action from the Indian Government; no call for ceasefire but continued flow of 
military assistance to Sri Lanka. 


4. Chief Minister Karunanidhi 


Caught between the Indian government and the people of Tamilnadu was Muthuvel 
Karunanidhi, the Chief Minister of Tamilnadu State . He was not only the chief minister 
of the state but his party, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK), was part of the ruling 
alliance/coalition of the Indian government (United Progressive Alliance - UPA). 
Pressure mounted on Chief Minister Karunanidhi to put pressure on the Indian 
government to pressure Sri Lanka to a ceasefire. Karunanidhi knew that the Hindi 
politicians in parliament who essentially controlled Indian foreign and military policies 
were not interested in ending the war in Sri Lanka. Unlike the people and politicians of 
Tamil Nadu, Hindi politicians from the north have no blood bond with Sri Lankan Tamils 
nor have they any empathy for them. 


5. Chief Minister Sets a Deadline and a Threat 


Chief Minister Muthuvel Karunanidhi's actions vis-a-vis the Sri Lankan issue may be 
divided into three phases. 


5.1 Phase 1: Initial Response (Silent and Passive) 


Chief Minister M. Karunanidhi was silent and passive during the initial demonstrations 
by other political parties and groups. Though parties and organizations like Marumalarchi 
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (MDMK) and Tamil National Movement (Tamil Desiya 
Iyakkam) had been active in supporting the Tamil cause in Sri Lanka for the past several 
years, demonstrations started by the Communist Party of India (CPI) in October 2008 
cascaded to large scale, multiple demonstrations around Tamil Nadu. Neither this party 
nor its Tamil Nadu leader D. Pandian is known for taking up Tamil causes and so this 
was a surprise to many, a pleasant surprise to some. (Even now it is opposed to an 
independent Tamil country in the Sri Lankan island.) Karunanidhi simply ignored CPI's 
call for statewide demonstrations because CPI did not have a large vote bank in Tamil 
Nadu. Then Ms. Jayalalithaa Jeyaram of the powerful AIADMK party threw her support 
for the demonstration. Now Karunanidhi took stock of the situations and charted his own 
course of action to demonstrate his support for Sri Lankan Tamils. 


5.2 Phase 2: A demand and a Deadline (Sincere, Genuine and Forceful): Pre-Pranab- 
Meeting 


Before his meeting with the Indian External Affairs Minister (Foreign Minister) Pranab 
Mukherji, Chief Minister Karunanidhi's actions seem to be sincere, genuine and forceful. 


After the meeting his actions were decidedly fake and insincere with a sense of utter 
powerlessness. Let us look at the pre-Pranab-meeting scenario first. 


Karunanidhi thundered, "If the atrocities against Sri Lankan Tamils do not stop we 
must answer the question 'Do we need this government?'" (He was referring to the 
Indian government in which his party was an alliance partner.) The most important and 
key action on the part of Chief Minister Karunanidhi was the All-Party Meeting he 
convened. Most of the parties in Tamil Nadu attended the all-party meeting held on 
October 14, 2008. After the meeting Karunanidhi announced that all 39 members of 
parliament from the State of Tamilnadu and the Union Territory of Puducherry would 
resign if the Indian government does not come forward to ensure a ceasefire in Sri Lanka 
within two weeks. A few days later both CPI(M) and Congress Party said that they did 
not agree to the resignation at the meeting [CPI(M) is different from CPI that initiated the 
demonstrations]. MDMK did not attend the meeting but it agreed to the resignation. 


The All-Party Meeting resolution was a good one. It had a definite goal (ceasefire), a 
specific deadline (two weeks) and a specific consequence if the goal was not met 
(resignation of MPs). Even with CPI(M) and Congress Party MPs not resigning, with the 
resignation of DMK, PMK, MDMK and CPI members of parliament the Congress-led 
alliance ruling India would lose parliamentary majority unless it receives some support 
from opposition parties from other states. Karunanidhi might have thought that, with the 
threat of losing power, Congress Party would act and bring about the ceasefire. Some 
analysts think that Karunanidhi never intended to go through with the resignation and it 
was all a drama to appease the people of Tamil Nadu. This writer is of the opinion that 
Karunanidhi might be making a genuine and sincere effort to pressure the Indian 
government to act and bring about a ceasefire. We would at least give him the benefit of 
the doubt. He is truly a committed ''Tamil patriot" but his actions as DMK leader and 
chief minister are clouded by political ambitions and expediencies. 


5.3 Pranab Mukherjee - Karunanidhi Meeting (A Slap on the Face of Tamil Nadu) 


Indian External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherji came to Chennai and met Chief 
Minister Karunanidhi on October 26, 2008. It was a private meeting and there were no 
meeting minutes released. After the meeting, the external affairs minister flatly ruled out 
asking the Sri Lankan Government to ceasefire. After the meeting Karunanidhi made a 
total flip flap. He said that DMK members of parliament would not resign because India 
is doing all that was needed to resolve the ethnic issue. Only concession, if it could be 
called a concession, that India made was that it would allow from India some food and 
relief supplies to go to Tamil civilians in the war zone. [Indian government was blocking 
such relief from Tamil Nadu for over a year (a few hundred tons of food and medicine).] 
In the ensuing month about 5000 tons of food was sent. To put it in proper perspective, 
the far away Australian Government had sent 5000 tons of food to affected Tamil 
civilians in December 2008. 


In essence, External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherjee did not meet the all-party 
resolution for ceasefire. Indian Government also refused to stop military assistance to Sri 


Lanka. Indian External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherjee told the upper house of 
parliament (Rajya Sabha) on October 23, 2008 that security cooperation with Sri Lanka, 
including training of Sri Lankan military officers, would continue. 


Yet Karunanidhi meekly said that his party MPs would not resign per the all-party 
resolution. Instead Karunanidhi said, "The opinions of Prime Minister Manmohan Singh 
and the External Affair Minister are congruent with the decision taken at the all-party 
meeting on October 14, 2008 underscoring the need for a negotiated political solution to 
the Sri Lankan Tamils' problem". In view of India's refusal to call for a ceasefire and stop 
its military assistance to Sri Lanka, it was a totally false statement, hoping to fool and 
pacify the people of Tamil Nadu. But most people were not fooled. PMK leader Dr. S. 
Ramadoss said that the all-party meeting resolutions were not met. CPI leader D. Pandian 
said that none of the resolutions passed in the all-party meeting had been taken seriously 
by the Indian Government but the Chief Minister is saying that he is satisfied. 


5.4 Phase 3: Pleading and Crying (Powerless and Subservient): Post-Pranab-Meeting 


The private meeting with Pranab Mukherjee brought about a total turnaround in 
Karunanidhi. Obviously the Indian external affairs minister refused to pressure or even 
ask Sri Lanka to ceasefire. Karunanidhi tried to save face, declaring victory. As stated in 
the last paragraph of Section 5.3, Karunanidhi pretended that Indian government had 
agreed to the All-Party Resolution. It was false; he knew it and the people knew it. 


In the ensuing weeks, as of now, Karunanidhi seems indecisive, erratic and totally 
powerless. One day he would say that India is doing everything possible and thank 
Congress Party President Ms. Sonia Gandhi and Indian Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan 
Singh. Another day he would ask India to bring about an end to the war. The man who 
roared like a lion, "If the atrocities against Sri Lankan Tamils do not stop we must answer 
the question 'Do we need this government?" is reduced to pleading, "With tears in my 
eyes I am making this request (to end the war)” (The Hindu; December 26, 2008). 
Karunanidhi's pleading and crying do not in anyway disgrace him in our eyes. We know 
that this proud, grand old man of Tamil Nadu politics was begging and pleading to Indian 
rulers because he genuinely wants to end the sufferings of Sri Lankan Tamils. This is 
what our chief minister, elected by the people of Tamil Nadu, is reduced to within India. 
The sixty million people of Tamil Nadu are utterly powerless to do anything to protect 
fellow Tamils in the nearby island of Sri Lanka. This situation should change. 


6. Did Pranab Mukherjee "Threaten" Chief Minister Karunanidhi? 


6.1 What happened at the Pranab Mukherjee Meeting? 


Mukherjee-Karunanidhi meeting was private and so we are not privy to what was said 
behind closed doors. What was the reason for Chief Minister Karunanidhi's turnabout? 
Terms of the all-party resolution were not met. Yet the man who wondered aloud "do we 
need this government?" withdrew the threat of resignation of members of parliament. 
Terms of the all-party resolution were not met. Yet Karunanidhi said, "The opinions of 


Prime Minister Manmohan Singh and the External Affair Minister are congruent with the 
decision taken at the all-party meeting on October 14, 2008 underscoring the need for a 
negotiated political solution to the Sri Lankan Tamils' problem". Why the turnabout? Did 
the External Affairs Minister Pranab Mukherjee, who was sent to Chennai by Congress 
Party President Sonia Gandhi, threaten or intimidate the Tamil Nadu chief minister? 


6.2 Narayan-Karunanidhi Meeting of 2006 


We recall another meeting between the Tamilnadu chief minister and two high level 
Indian Government representatives in November 2006. This was at a time the present 
round of war was starting after 4 years of peace; Chief Minister Karunanidhi and many 
political leaders in Tamil Nadu raised concern about Tamil civilian casualties; there were 
street demonstrations (although not as large as the current ones); there was an unanimous 
resolution passed by Tamil Nadu State Assembly condemning the massacre of Tamils in 
Sri Lanka. After being reticent in the beginning, Karunanidhi made a somewhat strong 
statement asking Indian government to persuade Sri Lanka to end the war. On November 
9, 2006, after condemning the killings of Sri Lankan Tamil civilians, he asked, "How 
long was India going to keep patience?" 


Indian Government dispatched two top-level Indian government officials, National 
Security Adviser M.K. Narayanan and Foreign Secretary Shivshankar Menon to Chennai. 
They met Chief Minister Karunanidhi and his grandnephew and Indian government 
minister Dayanidhi Maran on November 24, 2006. No meeting notes (if any) or other 
details of this meeting was made public. After the meeting Karunanidhi made a turnabout 
although Indian government did not agree to do anything to stop Tamil civilian killings. 
National Security Advisor M.K. Narayanan told reporters after the meeting that Indian 
government and Tamil Nadu State government have identical views on the Sri Lankan 
question. Dayanidhi Maran echoed the view that the State [Tamilnadu State Government] 
agrees with the views of the Centre [Indian Central Government]". In the ensuing days, 
weeks, months and the two years (2006 to present) India did not do anything to end 
Tamil civilian killings. Not only that, India continued to provide training, equipment and 
technicians to the Sri Lankan military. 


6.3 What was the Reason for the Turnabout? 


What was the reason for chief minister's turnabout after these meetings (one in 2006 with 
M.K.Narayanan and Shivshankar Menon, and the one in 2008 with Pranab Mukherjee)? 
Indian government's position did not change. India not only did not call for a ceasefire 
but continued to help the Sri Lankan military with training, equipment and technicians. 
What is the reason? Did the Indian government privately threaten the chief minister if he 
did not tone down? What could the Indian government do? It has the power to dismiss his 
state government and also arrest him for "anti-national activities". Already Karunanidhi's 
political opponents in Tamilnadu had asked for the dismissal of his government and his 
arrest, saying that calling for ceasefire was tantamount to supporting the Sri Lankan 
Tamil fighters LTTE which is a banned organization in India. 


7. A Dossier on Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 


Indian government may even have a dossier on Chief Minister Karunanidhi compiling 
reasons for dismissing his government and arresting him? We do know that when 
Karunanidhi was chief minister during 1989-1991 the Indian intelligence agency IB 
(Intelligence Bureau) prepared reports against him and submitted them to the office of 
Prime Minister V. P. Singh. No action was taken because Karunanidhi had cordial 
relations with Prime Minister V. P. Singh. His successor Prime Minister Chandrashekhar 
dismissed the Karunanidhi government in 1991 using information from the intelligence 
reports provided by IB. The intelligence officer who sent these reports was Mr. M.K. 
Narayanan; the same Narayanan who is now the National Security Advisor. 


The fact that Intelligence Bureau prepared and submitted reports on the Tamil Nadu chief 
minister was revealed in 1995 during Jain Commission hearings on Rajiv Gandhi 
assassination. DMK argued that the reports were fabricated behind the back of the DMK 
for the sole purpose of maligning it and to dismiss the democratically elected state 
government. Only a few may know the full truth whether the reports were fabricated, 
exaggerated or real. Is there a similar report in the hands of Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh now, which can be used to dismiss or even arrest Chief Minister Karunanidhi? 


[Note: Indian Government can dismiss a state government without giving any valid 
reason and any reason given need not have to stand review by an independent court. ] 


8. Can Tamil Nadu Do Anything to Help Sri Lankan Tamils? 


Foreign policy and military affair are the sole responsibility of the Indian central 
government. Other than bringing political and moral pressure on the central government, 
Tamil Nadu cannot do anything to bring about a ceasefire and thus end the killings of 
Tamil civilians in Sri Lanka. We have seen that neither moral nor political pressure has 
worked. Even the threat of the resignation of members of parliament from DMK, CPI, 
PMK and MDMK had not brought about a change in Indian government policy and 
actions. 


In short, there is nothing Tamil Nadu could do to help Sri Lankan Tamils. Karunanidhi 
put it thus. He said, "Raja Raja Cholan conquered Sri Lanka. Today Tamils are 
destroyed there and we (Tamil Nadu) are in such a pathetic situation that we could 
not help them. This situation should change" (November 23, 2008). [Note: Raja Raja 
Cholan was one of the greatest kings in Tamil Nadu (985-1014 AD); he conquered Sri 
Lanka in 1002 AD and assumed the title Sinhalanthahan. | 


Not only in the case of Sri Lankan Tamils, Tamil Nadu was a mere spectator with hand 
tied even as Sri Lankan Navy had shot and killed hundreds of Tamil Nadu fishermen in 
the sea, and mobs in Karnataka State murdered and raped Tamils following Indian 
Supreme Court verdict favoring Tamil Nadu on the Cauvery water issue. In both 
instances Tamilnadu chief minister pleaded and begged the Indian prime minister to 
protect the Tamils with no avail. 


9. Murmurs of Tamil Nadu Independence 


9.1 Samarasinghe's Statement 


Coming back to Sri Lankan Tamils, there is only way Tamil Nadu could have protected 
Sri Lankan Tamils. Answer comes from Sri Lanka Broadcasting Chairman Hudson 
Samarasinghe. He said, "In the event of Tamil Nadu becoming an independent country 
there is absolutely no doubt that she will invade Sri Lanka over the Tamil issue" (August 
4, 2008). 


9.2 Pandian's Statement 


Even Tamil Nadu political leaders who do not advocate independence for Tamil Nadu 
have cautioned India that people of Tamil Nadu may be driven towards independence if 
India stands aside even as Tamil civilian are being killed in Sri Lanka. D. Pandian, Tamil 
Nadu General Secretary of CPI made the following points in an interview with Sri 
Lankan paper Sunday Leader (December 7, 2008). 


"Because, the Tamil people [of Tamil Nadu] feel, despite the unanimous resolution 
passed in the state assembly, despite speaking through the Chief Minister and all the 
political parties, when the [Indian] central government is turning a blind eye to all these 
requests, then comes a big question as to where are we as Indians in India.... I may not 
raise it [independent Tamil Nadu] because I belong to the Communist Party of India 
(CPI). I may keep mum. The Congress Party may keep mum. But, we can't keep the 
mouths and the hearts of the people of Tamil Nadu....As a disciplined political party due 
to our ideology and commitments, I may not speak for separation or division of India. 
But, not my son. I can't prevent my son from speaking about it or taking up the flag." 
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1. Tamil Civilian Casualties in the Sri Lankan War 


There is a war going on in Sri Lanka between the army and the minority Tamil rebels, the 
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE). The war started in the 1970s but got more 
intense and bloody after the 1983 ant-Tamil riots that took the lives of hundreds of Tamil 
civilians. A ceasefire agreement was signed in 2002 but fighting started again in 2006 
after President Mahinda Rajapaksa came to power. Sri Lankan military purchased several 
bomber aircrafts, got training, mostly, from Pakistan and India, and relied heavily on 
bombings to gain advantage over the LTTE. Sri Lankan Air Force (SLAF) bombings 
caused heavy Tamil civilian casualties. According to the Sri Lankan government, its air 
force had dropped 14.4 million kilogrammes of bombs (more than the equivalence of the 
Hiroshima nuclear bomb in explosive power). While SLAF routinely gives out LTTE 
casualties, it says that it does not keep count of Tamil civilian asualties, a sign of total 
disregard for Tamil civilians. 


2. India and Tamil Nadu on the North 


India, the emerging regional power, is just north of Sri Lanka. In India is the state of 
Tamil Nadu, separated from the Tamil northeast of Sri Lanka by only 53 kilometers of 
sea. There live 60 million Tamils who are of the same ethnic stock as Sri Lankan Tamils; 
both have the same culture and speak the same language. Cries of the Sri Lankan Tamil 
civilians suffering from persistent aerial bombings and artillery shelling did not go 
unheard in Tamil Nadu. Tamil are only a minority in India (although 60 million in 
number, they are less than 10% of the Indian population). They and their state 
government have to plead with the Indian Government to help their Tamil brethren in Sri 
Lanka. India was not only quiet over Tamil civilian killings, it was, in fact, providing 
military assistance to Sri Lanka. Indian government is dominated by Hindi politicians 
from the north, because Hindi people constitute approximately 40% of the Indian 
population. Unlike the Tamils of Tamil Nadu State, Hindi politicians from the north have 
no affinity or sympathy towards Sri Lankan Tamils. 


3. Demonstrations in Tamil Nadu 


There were large-scale demonstrations in Tamil Nadu during the last few months of 2008 
urging the Indian Government to pressure Sri Lanka to a ceasefire so the bombings and 
shelling of Tamil civilians would end. (This article is written in the second-half of 
December 2008.) Every segment of society expressed its concern for fellow Tamils and 
urged India to bring about a ceasefire in Sri Lanka. Political parties, students, lawyers, 
shop keepers, information technology (IT) professionals, writers, doctors, movie artists 
and technicians, television artists and technicians were among those who participated in a 


variety of demonstration--processions, public meetings, one-day fasts, human chain, etc. 
Yet no action from the Indian Government; no call for ceasefire but continued flow of 
military assistance to Sri Lanka. 


4. Chief Minister Karunanidhi 


Caught between the Indian government and the people of Tamilnadu was Muthuvel 
Karunanidhi, the Chief Minister of Tamilnadu State . He was not only the chief minister 
of the state but his party, Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK), was part of the ruling 
alliance/coalition of the Indian government (United Progressive Alliance - UPA). 
Pressure mounted on Chief Minister Karunanidhi to put pressure on the Indian 
government to pressure Sri Lanka to a ceasefire. Karunanidhi knew that the Hindi 
politicians in parliament who essentially controlled Indian foreign and military policies 
were not interested in ending the war in Sri Lanka. Unlike the people and politicians of 
Tamil Nadu, Hindi politicians from the north have no blood bond with Sri Lankan Tamils 
nor have they any empathy for them. 


5. Chief Minister Sets a Deadline and a Threat 


Chief Minister Muthuvel Karunanidhi's actions vis-a-vis the Sri Lankan issue may be 
divided into three phases. 


5.1 Phase 1: Initial Response (Silent and Passive) 


Chief Minister M. Karunanidhi was silent and passive during the initial demonstrations 
by other political parties and groups. Though parties and organizations like Marumalarchi 
Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (MDMK) and Tamil National Movement (Tamil Desiya 
Tyakkam) had been active in supporting the Tamil cause in Sri Lanka for the past several 
years, demonstrations started by the Communist Party of India (CPI) in October 2008 
cascaded to large scale, multiple demonstrations around Tamil Nadu. Neither this party 
nor its Tamil Nadu leader D. Pandian is known for taking up Tamil causes and so this 
was a Surprise to many, a pleasant surprise to some. (Even now it is opposed to an 
independent Tamil country in the Sri Lankan island.) Karunanidhi simply ignored CPI's 
call for statewide demonstrations because CPI did not have a large vote bank in Tamil 
Nadu. Then Ms. Jayalalithaa Jeyaram of the powerful AIADMK party threw her support 
for the demonstration. Now Karunanidhi took stock of the situations and charted his own 
course of action to demonstrate his support for Sri Lankan Tamils. 


5.2 Phase 2: A demand and a Deadline (Sincere, Genuine and Forceful): Pre-Pranab- 
Meeting 


Before his meeting with the Indian External Affairs Minister (Foreign Minister) Pranab 
Mukherji, Chief Minister Karunanidhi's actions seem to be sincere, genuine and forceful. 
After the meeting his actions were decidedly fake and insincere with a sense of utter 
powerlessness. Let us look at the pre-Pranab-meeting scenario first. 


Karunanidhi thundered, "If the atrocities against Sri Lankan Tamils do not stop we 
must answer the question 'Do we need this government?'" (He was referring to the 
Indian government in which his party was an alliance partner.) The most important and 
key action on the part of Chief Minister Karunanidhi was the All-Party Meeting he 
convened. Most of the parties in Tamil Nadu attended the all-party meeting held on 
October 14, 2008. After the meeting Karunanidhi announced that all 39 members of 
parliament from the State of Tamilnadu and the Union Territory of Puducherry would 
resign if the Indian government does not come forward to ensure a ceasefire in Sri Lanka 
within two weeks. A few days later both CPI(M) and Congress Party said that they did 
not agree to the resignation at the meeting [CPI(M) is different from CPI that initiated the 
demonstrations]. MDMK did not attend the meeting but it agreed to the resignation. 


The All-Party Meeting resolution was a good one. It had a definite goal (ceasefire), a 
specific deadline (two weeks) and a specific consequence if the goal was not met 
(resignation of MPs). Even with CPI(M) and Congress Party MPs not resigning, with the 
resignation of DMK, PMK, MDMK and CPI members of parliament the Congress-led 
alliance ruling India would lose parliamentary majority unless it receives some support 
from opposition parties from other states. Karunanidhi might have thought that, with the 
threat of losing power, Congress Party would act and bring about the ceasefire. Some 
analysts think that Karunanidhi never intended to go through with the resignation and it 
was all a drama to appease the people of Tamil Nadu. This writer is of the opinion that 
Karunanidhi might be making a genuine and sincere effort to pressure the Indian 
government to act and bring about a ceasefire. We would at least give him the benefit of 
the doubt. He is truly a committed ''Tamil patriot" but his actions as DMK leader and 
chief minister are clouded by political ambitions and expediencies. 


5.3 Pranab Mukherjee - Karunanidhi Meeting (A Slap on the Face of Tamil Nadu) 


Indian External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherji came to Chennai and met Chief 
Minister Karunanidhi on October 26, 2008. It was a private meeting and there were no 
meeting minutes released. After the meeting, the external affairs minister flatly ruled out 
asking the Sri Lankan Government to ceasefire. After the meeting Karunanidhi made a 
total flip flap. He said that DMK members of parliament would not resign because India 
is doing all that was needed to resolve the ethnic issue. Only concession, if it could be 
called a concession, that India made was that it would allow from India some food and 
relief supplies to go to Tamil civilians in the war zone. [Indian government was blocking 
such relief from Tamil Nadu for over a year (a few hundred tons of food and medicine).] 
In the ensuing month about 5000 tons of food was sent. To put it in proper perspective, 
the far away Australian Government had sent 5000 tons of food to affected Tamil 
civilians in December 2008. 


In essence, External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherjee did not meet the all-party 
resolution for ceasefire. Indian Government also refused to stop military assistance to Sri 
Lanka. Indian External Affair Minister Pranab Mukherjee told the upper house of 
parliament (Rajya Sabha) on October 23, 2008 that security cooperation with Sri Lanka, 
including training of Sri Lankan military officers, would continue. 


Yet Karunanidhi meekly said that his party MPs would not resign per the all-party 
resolution. Instead Karunanidhi said, "The opinions of Prime Minister Manmohan Singh 
and the External Affair Minister are congruent with the decision taken at the all-party 
meeting on October 14, 2008 underscoring the need for a negotiated political solution to 
the Sri Lankan Tamils' problem". In view of India's refusal to call for a ceasefire and stop 
its military assistance to Sri Lanka, it was a totally false statement, hoping to fool and 
pacify the people of Tamil Nadu. But most people were not fooled. PMK leader Dr. S. 
Ramadoss said that the all-party meeting resolutions were not met. CPI leader D. Pandian 
said that none of the resolutions passed in the all-party meeting had been taken seriously 
by the Indian Government but the Chief Minister is saying that he is satisfied. 


5.4 Phase 3: Pleading and Crying (Powerless and Subservient): Post-Pranab-Meetin 


The private meeting with Pranab Mukherjee brought about a total turnaround in 
Karunanidhi. Obviously the Indian external affairs minister refused to pressure or even 
ask Sri Lanka to ceasefire. Karunanidhi tried to save face, declaring victory. As stated in 
the last paragraph of Section 5.3, Karunanidhi pretended that Indian government had 
agreed to the All-Party Resolution. It was false; he knew it and the people knew it. 


In the ensuing weeks, as of now, Karunanidhi seems indecisive, erratic and totally 
powerless. One day he would say that India is doing everything possible and thank 
Congress Party President Ms. Sonia Gandhi and Indian Prime Minister Dr. Manmohan 
Singh. Another day he would ask India to bring about an end to the war. The man who 
roared like a lion, "If the atrocities against Sri Lankan Tamils do not stop we must answer 
the question 'Do we need this government?" is reduced to pleading, "With tears in my 
eyes I am making this request (to end the war)” (December 26, 2008). Karunanidhi's 
pleading and crying do not in anyway disgrace him in our eyes. We know that this proud, 
grand old man of Tamil Nadu politics was begging and pleading to Indian rulers because 
he genuinely wants to end the sufferings of Sri Lankan Tamils. This is what our chief 
minister, elected by the people of Tamil Nadu, is reduced to within India. The sixty 
million people of Tamil Nadu are utterly powerless to do anything to protect fellow 
Tamils in the nearby island of Sri Lanka. This situation should change. 


6. Did Pranab Mukherjee "Threaten" Chief Minister Karunanidhi? 


6.1 What happened at the Pranab Mukherjee Meeting? 


Mukherjee-Karunanidhi meeting was private and so we are not privy to what was said 
behind closed doors. What was the reason for Chief Minister Karunanidhi's turnabout? 
Terms of the all-party resolution were not met. Yet the man who wondered aloud "do we 
need this government?" withdrew the threat of resignation of members of parliament. 
Terms of the all-party resolution were not met. Yet Karunanidhi said, "The opinions of 
Prime Minister Manmohan Singh and the External Affair Minister are congruent with the 
decision taken at the all-party meeting on October 14, 2008 underscoring the need for a 
negotiated political solution to the Sri Lankan Tamils' problem". Why the turnabout? Did 


the External Affairs Minister Pranab Mukherjee, who was sent to Chennai by Congress 
Party President Sonia Gandhi, threaten or intimidate the Tamil Nadu chief minister? 


6.2 Narayan-Karunanidhi Meeting of 2006 


We recall another meeting between the Tamilnadu chief minister and two high level 
Indian Government representatives in November 2006. This was at a time the present 
round of war was starting after 4 years of peace; Chief Minister Karunanidhi and many 
political leaders in Tamil Nadu raised concern about Tamil civilian casualties; there were 
street demonstrations (although not as large as the current ones); there was an unanimous 
resolution passed by Tamil Nadu State Assembly condemning the massacre of Tamils in 
Sri Lanka. After being reticent in the beginning, Karunanidhi made a somewhat strong 
statement asking Indian government to persuade Sri Lanka to end the war. On November 
9, 2006, after condemning the killings of Sri Lankan Tamil civilians, he asked, "How 
long was India going to keep patience?" 


Indian Government dispatched two top-level Indian government officials, National 
Security Adviser M.K. Narayanan and Foreign Secretary Shivshankar Menon to Chennai. 
They met Chief Minister Karunanidhi and his grandnephew and Indian government 
minister Dayanidhi Maran on November 24, 2006. No meeting notes (if any) or other 
details of this meeting was made public. After the meeting Karunanidhi made a turnabout 
although Indian government did not agree to do anything to stop Tamil civilian killings. 
National Security Advisor M.K. Narayanan told reporters after the meeting that Indian 
government and Tamil Nadu State government have identical views on the Sri Lankan 
question. Dayanidhi Maran echoed the view that the State [Tamilnadu State Government] 
agrees with the views of the Centre [Indian Central Government]". In the ensuing days, 
weeks, months and the two years (2006 to present) India did not do anything to end 
Tamil civilian killings. Not only that, India continued to provide training, equipment and 
technicians to the Sri Lankan military. 


6.3 What was the Reason for the Turnabout? 


What was the reason for chief minister's turnabout after these meetings (one in 2006 with 
M.K.Narayanan and Shivshankar Menon, and the one in 2008 with Pranab Mukherjee)? 
Indian government's position did not change. India not only did not call for a ceasefire 
but continued to help the Sri Lankan military with training, equipment and technicians. 
What is the reason? Did the Indian government privately threaten the chief minister if he 
did not tone down? What could the Indian government do? It has the power to dismiss his 
state government and also arrest him for "anti-national activities". Already Karunanidhi's 
political opponents in Tamilnadu had asked for the dismissal of his government and his 
arrest, saying that calling for ceasefire was tantamount to supporting the Sri Lankan 
Tamil fighters LTTE which is a banned organization in India. 


7. A Dossier on Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 


Indian government may even have a dossier on Chief Minister Karunanidhi compiling 
reasons for dismissing his government and arresting him? We do know that when 
Karunanidhi was chief minister during 1989-1991 the Indian intelligence agency IB 
(Intelligence Bureau) prepared reports against him and submitted them to the office of 
Prime Minister V. P. Singh. No action was taken because Karunanidhi had cordial 
relations with Prime Minister V. P. Singh. His successor Prime Minister Chandrashekhar 
dismissed the Karunanidhi government in 1991 using information from the intelligence 
reports provided by IB. The intelligence officer who sent these reports was Mr. M.K. 
Narayanan; the same Narayanan who is now the National Security Advisor. 


The fact that Intelligence Bureau prepared and submitted reports on the Tamil Nadu chief 
minister was revealed in 1995 during Jain Commission hearings on Rajiv Gandhi 
assassination. DMK argued that the reports were fabricated behind the back of the DMK 
for the sole purpose of maligning it and to dismiss the democratically elected state 
government. Only a few may know the full truth whether the reports were fabricated, 
exaggerated or real. Is there a similar report in the hands of Prime Minister Manmohan 
Singh now, which can be used to dismiss or even arrest Chief Minister Karunanidhi? 


[Note: Indian Government can dismiss a state government without giving any valid 
reason and any reason given need not have to stand review by an independent court. ] 


8. Can Tamil Nadu Do Anything to Help Sri Lankan Tamils? 


Foreign policy and military affair are the sole responsibility of the Indian central 
government. Other than bringing political and moral pressure on the central government, 
Tamil Nadu cannot do anything to bring about a ceasefire and thus end the killings of 
Tamil civilians in Sri Lanka. We have seen that neither moral nor political pressure has 
worked. Even the threat of the resignation of members of parliament from DMK, CPI, 
PMK and MDMK had not brought about a change in Indian government policy and 
actions. 


In short, there is nothing Tamil Nadu could do to help Sri Lankan Tamils. Karunanidhi 
put it thus. He said, "Raja Raja Cholan conquered Sri Lanka. Today Tamils are 
destroyed there and we (Tamil Nadu) are in such a pathetic situation that we could 
not help them. This situation should change" (November 23, 2008). [Note: Raja Raja 
Cholan was one of the greatest kings in Tamil Nadu (985-1014 AD); he conquered Sri 
Lanka in 1002 AD and assumed the title Sinhalanthahan. | 


Not only in the case of Sri Lankan Tamils, Tamil Nadu was a mere spectator with hand 
tied even as Sri Lankan Navy had shot and killed hundreds of Tamil Nadu fishermen in 
the sea, and mobs in Karnataka State murdered and raped Tamils following Indian 
Supreme Court verdict favoring Tamil Nadu on the Cauvery water issue. In both 
instances Tamilnadu chief minister pleaded and begged the Indian prime minister to 
protect the Tamils with no avail. 


9. Murmurs of Tamil Nadu Independence 


9.1 Samarasinghe's Statement 


Coming back to Sri Lankan Tamils, there is only way Tamil Nadu could have protected 
Sri Lankan Tamils. Answer comes from Sri Lanka Broadcasting Chairman Hudson 
Samarasinghe. He said, "In the event of Tamil Nadu becoming an independent country 
there is absolutely no doubt that she will invade Sri Lanka over the Tamil issue" (August 
4, 2008). 


9.2 Pandian's Statement 


Even Tamil Nadu political leaders who do not advocate independence for Tamil Nadu 
have cautioned India that people of Tamil Nadu may be driven towards independence if 
India stands aside even as Tamil civilian are being killed in Sri Lanka. D. Pandian, Tamil 
Nadu General Secretary of CPI made the following points in an interview with Sri 
Lankan paper Sunday Leader (December 7, 2008). 


"Because, the Tamil people [of Tamil Nadu] feel, despite the unanimous resolution 
passed in the state assembly, despite speaking through the Chief Minister and all the 
political parties, when the [Indian] central government is turning a blind eye to all these 
requests, then comes a big question as to where are we as Indians in India.... I may not 
raise it [independent Tamil Nadu] because I belong to the Communist Party of India 
(CPI). I may keep mum. The Congress Party may keep mum. But, we can't keep the 
mouths and the hearts of the people of Tamil Nadu....As a disciplined political party due 
to our ideology and commitments, I may not speak for separation or division of India. 
But, not my son. I can't prevent my son from speaking about it or taking up the flag." 
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1. All-Party Meet Resolution 


The All-Party Meet on Sri Lanka held in Chennai on October 14, 2008 under the 
chairmanship of Tamil Nadu Chief Minister Muthuvel Karunanidhi passed a resolution 
that Members of Parliament (MP) from Tamil Nadu would resign if the Indian 
Government does not come forward to ensure a ceasefire in Sri Lanka within two weeks. 
At this junction we take it at face value, but with some reservation, that this is a genuine 
show of concern on the part of all political leaders of Tamil Nadu and the resolution 
means what it says and our leaders would not fall for any trickeries and mere assurances 
from the Indian Government. With that caveat, we applaud this critical and historical 
resolution and we thank all those responsible for it across party lines. [Chief Minister 
Karunanidhi is the leader of DMK. Not only DMK members of parliament (MPs) but all 
MPs from Tamil Nadu including those from Congress, PMK and MDMK agreed to 
resign. ] 


Here are a few constructive suggestions. These are not meant as criticism and not aimed 
at anyone. 


1) We urge that our Members of Parliament (MP) do not resign instead withdraw 
support to the ruling coalition. This gives more leverage to our MPs than resignation. 
We know that with the resignation of all MPs from Tamil Nadu and Puducherry, 


Congress led coalition government would lose the parliamentary majority. However other 
political party members from other states could be convinced to support Congress or 
support could even be purchased. If our MPs do not resign they could vote against the 
government and thus we have more leverage on the issue. Members of Parliament from 
Tamil Nadu and Puducherry are valuable assets in this context and we should not throw it 
away. So we urge our political leaders that our Members of Parliament should not resign 
but inform the Speaker of the House and the President of India of their decision to 
withdraw support to the Congress-led government. 


2) We do know that Congress MPs from Tamil Nadu may have procedural or legal issues 
in voting against their own party. If that is the case, Congress MPs from Tamil Nadu 
should either vote against the government or resign, as appropriate. Under no 
circumstance should they vote for the government and help its survival if a ceasefire does 
not come into effect by October 28, 2008. 


3) Congress leaders from Tamil Nadu should resign from the Congress Party and form 
their own party, in the same way Tamil Maanila Congress was formed in the 1990s to 
protest Congress high-command's decision to ally with All India Anna Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (AIADMK). 


4) All political parties in Tamil Nadu should give the people of Tamilnadu an 
undertaking that they would not ally with the Congress Party in the next parliamentary 
and assembly elections. It makes no sense to support a party that continues to help the 
killings of Tamil civilian in Sri Lanka. 


2. Are the Promised Resignations Genuine or Mere Drama? 


Willingness of Congress Party MPs to resign and thus bring about the fall of the 
Congress government in New Delhi is surprising and suspicious. Congress leaders in 
Tamilnadu and Puducherry do not make any decision, even the selection of their own 
state level leaders, without the consent of party high-command in New Delhi. Is it a mere 
drama with the consent of leaders in New Delhi? Is it merely to douse the growing public 
protest in Tamil Nadu, similar to what happened in 1965 (discussed in section 3)? 


In this context we remember what Chief Minister Karunanidhi (DMK) did in 2007. In 
September 2007, Tamil National Movement (Thamizh Desiya Iyakkam) leader 
Nedumaran went on a fast to death protesting Indian government's refusal to give 
permission to send food and medicine to Sri Lankan Tamils. If the seventy-four year old 
Nedumaran were to die fasting, there would be enormous sympathy towards the cause he 
professed and there could be massive public protests. So Chief Minister Karunanidhi 
asked Nedumaran to stop the fast and assured him that he would take necessary steps to 
send the food and medicine to Sri Lanka. Nedumaran ended his fast and we all breathed a 
sigh of relief. More than a year passed and Karunanidhi did not fulfill his assurance. All 
letters from Nedumaran to him went unanswered. Requests to meet the chief minister 
were denied. Is a similar thing going to happen here also (now with Congress MPs)? Let 
us hope that is not the case. 


3. A Resignation Drama in 1965 


There was another resignation scenario in the recent political history of Tamil Nadu. 
Year 1965. There were massive protests in Tamilnadu against Hindi imposition. The 
agitation was spearheaded by Tamil Nadu students. Protests were so large, army and 
police from other states were brought in to put down the protests. There were many 
shootings and 63 Tamil youths were shot dead. Yet there was no sign of protests abating. 
At this juncture two Indian government ministers (Congress Party) from Tamil Nadu, 
namely, C. Subramaniam and O. V. Alagesan, resigned as ministers, and Subraniam 
promised that he would work with other leaders to ensure that necessary legislation 
would be passed to assure continued use of English and no imposition of Hindi. Tamil 
Nadu Chief Minister Baktavatsalam (Congress Party) also assured that the Indian 
government would bring forth necessary legislation and that there would be no Hindi 
imposition. Agitation was called off. Subramaniam and Alagesan withdrew their 
resignations. Many months later a lukewarm legislation was passed but Hindi imposition 
continued and continues even today. 


4. Concluding Remarks 


Many people believe that the1965 resignations of Subramaniam and Alagesan were mere 
dramas staged to douse the protests in Tamil Nadu. Police and army bullets could not end 
the anti-Hindi agitation but the resignations did that successfully. We hope that this time 
our political leaders are sincere and do not fall for fake assurances that do not produce 
anything concrete. All Party Meet resolution is that Indian government would come 
forward to ensure a ceasefire in Sri Lanka within two weeks. Indian government talking 
to Sri Lankans or writing to Sri Lankans or issuing statements or making other gestures is 
not enough. There MUST BE a ceasefire in place within two weeks (October 28, 2008) 
or Tamilnadu and Puducherry MPs end the support for the Congress government in New 
Delhi.. There should be no procrastination, postponement or vacillation on the part of our 
political leaders; they MUST resign. If they do not, other political parties and leaders 
should continue with the protests. 


UPDATE (December 2009) 


Members of Parliament from Tamil Nadu did not resign. Those MPs supporting the 
Congress government in New Delhi did not withdraw their support. India did not bring 
forth a ceasefire in Sri Lanka and large numbers of Tamil civilians died before the war 
ended in 2009 with the victory of Sri Lankan military. 


I believe that Chief Minister Karunanidhi issued the October 14, 2008 "ultimatum" that 
all Tamil Nadu MPs would resign if the Indian Government does not ensure a ceasefire in 
Sri Lanka within two weeks with all sincerity. He would have thought that Indian 
Government would budge and pressure Sri Lanka to a ceasefire. He did not realize Indian 
Government's resolve to make sure that the Tamil minority of Sri Lanka get neither an 
independent country nor even a federal Sri Lanka with substantial powers devolved to a 


Tamil Province (as in Canada or Switzerland). Reasons for India's anti-Tamil policies in 
Sri Lanka are discussed in Reference 1. Nothing the people or politicians of Tamil Nadu 
do would have changed Indian government actions in Sri Lanka; Indian government's 
resolve to keep Tamil Nadu subservient to Hindis in India and Tamil Eelam 
subservient to Sinhalese in Sri Lanka is firm and resolute. Yet, in my opinion, Chief 
Minister Karunanidhi should have withdrawn his party's (DMK's) support for the 
Congress Party led Indian government and went down as a hero. His inaction blotted his 
place in history a little. 


Reference 
1. Reason for India's Anti-Tamil Policies and Actions in the Sri Lankan Ethnic Conflict 
(Chapter 1), "India and the Battle for Tamil Eelam" edited by Thanjai Nalankilli, Free e- 


book available where you downloaded this book. 
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7. 
Where is Praying for Prabaharan a Crime? 


Jaganathan Muralidharan 


[First Published: March 2001] 


[This article is included in the book "Battle for Tamil Eelam: Some Thoughts and 
Musings" because of its relevance there also. ] 


Where is praying for Velupillai Prabaharan a crime? Is it in Sri Lanka where the 
Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE), which Prabaharan founded and leads, is 
fighting the Sri Lankan army for minority Tamil rights? No, to our knowledge no one 
was ever arrested there on charges of praying for Prabaharan. 


It is in India! Praying for Prabaharan seems to be a crime in India. On November 25, 
2000, Mr. Somasundaram was arrested for offering a prayer for Prabaharan on his 
birthday at the Muthalamman Temple in Tamil Nadu, India. Somasundaram is a member 
of Tamil National Movement (Thamizh Thesiya Iyakkam). In May 2000, Tamil National 
Movement leader Nedumaran and 250 people were arrested in Tamil Nadu for organizing 
a conference to tell the people of Tamil Nadu about LTTE's legitimate struggle in Sri 
Lanka. It seems that the Indian Government and its puppet Tamil Nadu State Government 
would not allow anyone to present LTTE's case not only to the people of Tamil Nadu but 
also to the gods themselves! 


The Indian Government, controlled by Hindi politicians, has done everything it could to 
prevent LTTE from winning its armed struggle against the oppressive Sinhalese, Sri 
Lankan Government. In April-May 2000, the Indian Government placed a naval armada 
close to Jaffna to evacuate over 30,000 Sri Lankan soldiers almost encircled in Jaffna by 
LTTE and facing surrender. It also provided logistical support to the Sri Lankan Navy 
and Air Force covertly. The same year it sold a modern warship, complete with air 
capabilities, to the Sri Lankan Navy in an effort to weaken LTTE's naval might. It also 
gave Sri Lanka 100 million US dollars in soft loan to alleviate the expenses of the war 
against minority Tamil fighters (LTTE). All these were not enough, now it would not 
even allow people to pray for the Tamil leader lest the gods themselves help the long- 
suffering Tamil minority of Sri Lanka! 
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8. 
Sri Lankan President Rajapaksa Jokes about LTTE Leader 
Prabhakaran's Death 


T. Arumugam 


[First Published: March 2010] 


[This article is included in the book "Battle for Tamil Eelam: Some Thoughts and 
Musings" because of its relevance there also.] 


Abbreviations 


DPI - Dalit Panthers of India (also known as VCK) 

IDP - Internally Displaced Persons 

LTTE - Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam 

MP - Member of Parliament 

VCK - Viduthalai Chiruththaikal Katchi (also known as DPI) 


A delegation of ten members of Indian parliament from Tamil Nadu went to Sri Lanka in 
October 2009 on a four-day visit to Tamil internally displaced persons camps (IDP 
camps) and other Tamil areas. They also met Sri Lankan President Mahinda Rajapaksa 
on October 13, 2009. One of the delegates was Viduthalai Chiruththaikal Katchi (VCK) 
leader Thol Thirumavalavan. He held LTTE leader Prabhakaran in high regard and his 
party cadres often carried large photographs of Pirabhakaran in some of his party rallies 
in support of Sri Lankan Tamils. When Thirumavalavan was introduced to President 
Rajapaksa, the latter said, "Had you been with Prabhakaran during the war, you would 
have died too. I would not have the opportunity to meet you.” [Sri Lankan army shot and 
killed Prabhakaran in the final days of the fourth phase of the ethnic war (Eelam War 4).] 


When reporters asked about it after Thirumavalavan returned to Tamil Nadu, he 
answered, "Rajapaksa said that as a joke and I also took it as a joke." If it is a joke, it is in 
very bad taste. May be Mr. Thirumavalavan should have responded with an equally bad 
joke. Here is a suggestion: "Too bad Tamil Nadu does not have its own military. 
Otherwise, with your navy having shot and killed hundreds of Tamilnadu fishermen in 
the sea, your head would have been hoisted at the point of a spear at the gates of Madurai. 
I would not have the opportunity to meet you here." I know that it is a ''joke" in very 
bad taste but no worse than what President Rajapaksa said. [Madurai is a city in Tamil 
Nadu. Historically it was the capital of Padiya Nadu, one of the three Tamil kingdoms in 
Tamil Nadu. ] 


There is a historical background to "head hoisted at the point of a spear at the gates of 
Madurai" reference in the preceding paragraph. During the reign of Rajathi Raja Cholan 
Il over Chola Nadu (1163 - 1179), one of the three Tamil kingdoms, Sinhala king 
Parakramabahu sent an army under the command of a Sinhala General, Lankapura, at the 
invitation of a Pandiya prince to help him over a dispute for the throne of Pandiyan 


kingdom. The Sinhala army captured the coastal town of Rameshwaram and damaged the 
famed Hindu temple for Lord Sivan (Lord Siva), and then marched inward into Tamil 
Nadu looting and burning villages. Rajathi Raja Cholan II sent his army under General 
Pallavarayan (Pallavarayar) to confront the Sinhala army. Pallavarayan defeated 
Lankapura, captured him and beheaded him. The severed head was hoisted on a spear at 
the gates of Madurai, the Pandiyan capital. Thus ended the incursion of Sinhala army into 
Tamil Nadu. 
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. Background 


Sri Lankan Navy has been shooting and killing Tamil Nadu fishermen for over 15 years. 
In spite of repeated requests from Tamil Nadu chief ministers, Indian government had 
done nothing effective to put an end to it. In early 2007, as the number of killings 
increased, pressure mounted on the Indian government to do something the stop the 
killings. Tamil Nadu chief minister repeatedly wrote to the Indian prime minister as 
usual. Tamil Nadu political parties asked the Indian government to act. There were 
protest demonstrations demanding action. Fishermen went on a one-day strike and fast. 
As the heat was on the Indian government to do something to stop the Sri Lankan Navy, 
India's Chief of the Naval Staff (Admiral Sureesh Mehta) and Naval Officer-in-Charge of 
Tamil Nadu area (P. E. Vanhaltren) issued statements that it was not the Sri Lankan Navy 
but may be the Liberation Tigers of Tamil Eelam (LTTE) or Tamil Nadu fishermen 
fighting amongst themselves and killing each other. No one in Tamil Nadu believed those 
excuses. Demand for action against the Sri Lankan Navy continued. It was under these 
circumstances the episode of a boat named Maria occurred. 


2. A Boat Named Maria 
March 29, 2007: 


Eight Tamil Nadu fishermen were in the sea on their boat Red Sun. Suddenly two boats 
came towards them. Each boat carried about eight men. One boat had the name Maria 
painted on it. The men shot at the Tamilnadu fishermen. Three fishermen fell into the sea 
and drowned (presumed dead). Two died of injuries. The three surviving fishermen 
brought the two bodies home. Survivors told that their attackers did not wear any 
uniform. Indian Navy and Coast Guard launched an extensive air and sea search for the 
boat Maria. More ships were brought in to carry out the search for Maria. (It is 


noteworthy that, in the past 100 or so shootings where survivors accused the Sri Lankan 
Navy, no such extensive sea and air search operation was launched.) All newspapers in 
Tamil Nadu and a number of them in rest of India and Sri Lanka carried the news about 
the boat Maria and the extensive search operation by Indian Navy and Coast Guard. 


April 11, 2007: 


Indian Coast Guard found a boat with the name Maria painted on it off Tutucorin Coast, 
Tamil Nadu. According to Indian officials the boat carrying six Sri Lankan Tamils had 
some snag and six Tamil Nadu fishermen who saw them in the sea were helping them. A 
Coast Guard vessel saw this and detained the Sri Lankan Tamils and the boat. The six Sri 
Lankan Tamils in the boat were handed over to Tamil Nadu police. The fishermen who 
survived the March 29 shooting were shown the captured boat Maria and the six Sri 
Lankan Tamils. They told police that the boat was not the one that attacked them 
(although it had the name Maria painted on it) and also the six men were not their 
attackers. So the killings of March 29 cannot be pinned on the six Sri Lankan Tamils. So 
they were held for violation of Indian Passports Act (essentially, entering Indian 
territorial waters without permission). [Tutucorin is known as Thoothukudi in Tamil. ] 


April 23, 2007: 


The case was transferred to Q Branch of Tamil Nadu Police. This is the branch that 
investigates cases associated with extremist activities (including LTTE activities). Under 
Q Branch interrogation, the six Sri Lankan Tamils allegedly told them that: (1) They 
were LTTE cadres of the sea wing (The Sea Tigers). (2) They were smuggling weapons 
and ammunition for LTTE. (3) The boat Maria was the same boat that attacked (shot and 
killed) the Tamil Nadu fishermen On March 29. (4) Some other LTTE cadres were 
smuggling weapons and ammunition using Maria on that day and they shot the fishermen 
suspecting them to be spying on them. 


April 27-28, 2007: 


Many newspapers in India and Sri Lanka carried headline news that LTTE was 
responsible for the killing of five Tamilnadu fishermen. 


3. Reality Check: An Analysis of Police Conclusions 


Let us start with the assumption that it was LTTE cadres who attacked Tamil Nadu 
fishermen on March 29 and they were in a boat painted with the name Maria. Almost all 
major newspapers in Tamil Nadu, rest of India and Sri Lanka carried the news that a boat 
named Maria was responsible for killing Tamil Nadu fishermen and an extensive Indian 
Navy and Coast Guard sea and air search for Maria was underway. So LTTE knew that 
Maria was suspect and there was a search for it. Will they send the same boat to carry on 
weapons smuggling in an area not far from where they know air and sea search 
operations are going on? Will they not at the least remove the name Maria and paint 
another name on it? What the police say does not pass the reality check. What they say 


cannot be true. It smells of framing the LTTE to absolve the Sri Lankan Navy. It can only 
be that the Indian government is framing the LTTE and absolving the Sri Lankan Navy, 
in order to remove the pressure from Tamil Nadu to act against Sri Lankan Navy for 
shooting and killing its fishermen. 


4. Eyewitness Identification 


The most important piece of evidence that clears LTTE of the killings is the statement by 
fishermen who survived the March 29 shooting. They were shown the boat and the six Sri 
Lankan Tamils detained on April 11. They told police that it was not the boat that 
attacked them on March 29. So, on what evidence, did police reach the conclusion that 
LTTE was responsible for the killing? 


5. What is the Evidence Against LTTE? 


Given the survivors' statement that the detained boat was not the one that attacked them, 
what is the basis for the police to say that it was the same boat that attacked and killed the 
fishermen on March 29? Police has only two pieces of evidence: (1) The name Maria is 
painted on the boat, (2) The six Sri Lankan Tamils in the boat tell police under 
interrogation that this was the boat that carried the men who killed the fishermen. 


Let us look at these two pieces of evidence with a critical eye: (1) Boats do not have 
unique names; a number of boats can have the same name. Anyone can paint any name 
on a boat. (2) Experts say that you can make prisoners say anything you want them to say 
under torture. Prisoners can also be induced to say things in exchange for lenient 
sentences and better prison conditions. All that the prisoners could say is that they heard 
that some LTTE cadres killed Tamil Nadu fishermen. They did not see it themselves. 
This is what is called hearsay evidence. That is, somebody heard something about a crime 
and they have no first hand knowledge of the crime (they were not there, they did not see 
it). Dictionary definition for hearsay is "unverified information acquired from another". 


In short, no impartial judge would ever convict someone of murder on the basis of 
statements made by a group of prisoners and a name painted on a boat, in spite of 
survivors’ testimony that the boat that attacked them was not the same. 


6. What Could Have Happened? 


March 29 survivors’ identification of the boat as one painted with the name Maria gives 
Indian government an opportunity to frame LTTE and absolve Sri Lanka Navy. India 
paints the name Maria on a boat, puts six Sri Lankan Tamils in its custody and asks them 
to sail into the sea. (There are many Sri Lankan Tamils in Indian custody.) Then the 
Indian Coast Guard arrests them in the presence of some Tamil Nadu fishermen who 
happened to be around that location at that time. The six Sri Lankan Tamils were asked to 
say that LTTE was responsible for the March 29 killings, in exchange for better prison 
conditions or reduced sentences for whatever reasons they were under custody. Or, they 
were tortured to say so. 


However, India encountered a hurdle. The surviving fishermen of the March 29 shooting 
said that the boat detained on April 11 was not the boat that attacked them. This is the 
only solid evidence in this case but it is brushed aside because it does not support Indian 
attempt to pin the killings on LTTE and absolve the Sri Lankan Navy. 


This is likely what India did. Even if what I say here in this section (Section 6) was not 
the scenario, one thing is certain. It did not happen as the police say, because of reasons 
discussed in Section 3, 4 and 5. 


7. Why Would India Frame LTTE? 


Why would India frame LTTE for the killings of Tamil Nadu fishermen? By putting the 
blame on someone other than the Sri Lankan Navy, Indian government hopes that the 
government, politicians and people of Tamil Nadu would no longer demand that India act 
sternly against the Sri Lankan Navy--something that the Indian government has been 
refusing to do for over 15 years of killings. Why else would the Indian government 
disbelieve over 100 independent, separate eyewitness reports of surviving fishermen 
saying that the Sri Lankan Navy was shooting at them, and believe the statement of a 
group of six prisoners pointing to someone else? Why else would police ignore the one 
piece of hard evidence in the case--survivor's statement that the boat in Indian custody 
was not the boat that attacked them? 


8. Postscript 


More than five years have passed since this article was first published. This writer has not 
seen any news report that the arrested suspects were brought before court or convicted. In 
the opinion of this writer, the arrests served a useful purpose for the Indian government; 
deflect attention from the Sri Lankan Navy shootings and the Indian government doing 
nothing effective to stop it. If they were, in fact, guilty why were they not convicted? 


LTTE lost the war in 2009 and there is no longer the Sea Tigers (LTTE naval wing). 
Even after the demise of the LTTE navy, shootings on Tamil Nadu fishermen continue. 


Who is shooting the Tamil Nadu fishermen now? 
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